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Senate, July 19, 1946 


THE — 
1 
Aus 26 1946 


M ajority Vote Cast for Amendment, but Not the Required Two-thirds 


HE Equal Rights Amendment, for the first time 

in its history, has been voted on in Congress. On 
days of debate, the Senate 
cast a majority vote for the Amendment, but not the 
two-thirds required for a Constitutional Amendment. 
The vote was only 11 short, however, of the necessary 


July 19, 1946, after three 


two-thirds. 


Thirty-eight Senators voted for; thirty-five 


against, Twenty-three Senators 
were absent. Two absent Sena- 
tors were paired in favor, and 
two others were recorded as de- 
siring to be listed as favorable. 
Forty-two Senators were thus 
officially recorded as for the 
Amendment. 


The Amendment was brought 


up on the floor of the Senate on 


July 17 without advance notice to 
either proponents or opponents, 


who have e 


matter during their 


From ALICE MORGAN WRIGHT, 
Chairman, International Relations 
Committee, National Woman’s Party. 


of which I think co 
any members of the — 


sed an interest in the matter are 


absent from Chamber today. It seems unfortunate 
that we must for further consideration of the 


absence. Therefore, I ask unani- 


mous consent that of the joint resolution 
Unanimous consent was prevented, however, by ob- 


jection from Senator Murdock 
(D) of Utah, an opponent. 


In a further effort to avoid a 
vote while so many supporters 
were away, Senator cliffe 
then asked unanimous consent 
“that the joint resolution be re- 
committed to the Judiciary Com- 
mittee.” This was prevented by 


_ objection from Senator Andrews 


(D) of Florida, another oppo- 
nent. The roll was then called. 


because of a sudden c e in But . : 
the legislative program. Even I suppose our movement, like all from the =. — E eee — 
Senator Radeliffe, Chief Sponsor, forty years in the | Senator Radcliffe and the other 


was taken by surprise, and had 
to lead off in the debate with an 


Not so much a 
impromptu speech, without an | the final ascent of 
opportunity to assemble and or- 
ganize his forces. 


Altogether, eighteen friends of 
the Amendment were 
many at a distance, in the Pacific 


away— on the floor of the Senate! 


friends on the floor had foreseen, 

the outcome was surprisingly 

good in view of the great number 

of supporters who were away, 

and who could not be reached on 
such short notice. | 


Senator Radcliffe (D) of Mary- 


or elsewhere, while only three * . 

Senators known to be opponents — 2 

were absent. Senator Hatch (D) of New Mezico, one 
of the leading supporters of the Amendment, who had 
presented the favorable Judiciary Committee report 
to the Senate, was at Bikini with the Commission for 
the atomic bomb. Senator Saltonstall (R) of Massa- 
chusetts, who had given his support while still Gov- 
ernor of Massachusetts, was also at Bikini. Senator 
Tydings (D) of Maryland, a Sponsor, and Senator 
Butler (R), of Nebraska, a staunch friend of the 


Amendment, were with the Commission attending the | 


Philippine Independence Ceremonies. Senator Wheeler 
(D) of Montana, who had voted favorably in the 
Senate Judiciary Committee, was traveling, following 
his primary campaign, and could not be reached. 

Had all of these 18 friendly Senators been present 
and voted yes, the total favorable vote would have been 
at lease 5 ibly more. In this connection it will 
be remembered that at the time of the Suffrage vic- 
tory in 1919, the Suffrage Amendment received just 
56 votes in the Senate—exactly the number that we had 
every reason to count on this time. 

When it was realized that it would be impossible to 
get in touch with many of those who were absent, Sen- 
ator Radcliffe, as Chief Sponsor, proposed to the Senate 
Amendment be postponed. 

e said: e 


— 


— . land, led the debate for the pro- 

a ponents. His statement to the 

Senate was able, scholarly, and persuasive. One can- 
not speak in too warm praise of the admirable way in 
which he presented the arguments for the measure. 
As we listened to Senator Radcliffe from the gallery 
we thought with titude of the many times, begin- 
ning back in the days of the Suffrage campaign, that 
he had lifted his voice in defense of justice for women. 


Eight Senators took the floor to speak for the 
Amendment. In addition, six others made brief sup- 
porting statements, or asked questions designed to aid 
the Amendment. Eight Senators made speeches or 
remarks against. 

The leader on the Democratic side, Senator Barkley 
of Kentucky, appealed to all Senators to stand by their 
Party platforms. He said: 


(Continued on Page 35) 
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TEXT OF EQUAL RIGHTS AMENDMENT 
quality of rights under the law shall not be denied or abridged 
by the United States or by any State on account of sex. 
ve jurisdictions, to enforce this article by appropriate legisla- 


“This amendment shall take effect three years after the date of 
ratification.” 


Progress for Women Under the United Nations 


On June 21, 1946, the Economic and Social Council 
of the United Nations voted to elevate the Sub-com- 
mission of the Status of Women to the rank of a full 
Commission. Speeches in support of this action and 
of equality for women were made by Representatives 
from Belgium, Chile, China, France, Great Britain, 
India, Lebanon, Russia, The Ukraine, and the United 
States. The motion to raise the Sub-commission to 
the rank of a full commission was made by the United 
States delegation, headed by the Honorable John G. 
Winant. The Chairman of the Economic and Social 
Council, Sir Ramaswami Mudaliar of India gave his 
warm support to the proposal to give this added 
dignity to the Woman’s Commission. Our gratitude 
is particularly due to these two leaders for this forward 


step for women under the United Nations. The text 


of the resolution and further details will be given in 
the next issue. 


The printer has told us that, due to increased prices, the 
publication of Equal Rights, which is so important to our 
movement, will cost 20% more per issue. This increase in 
‘cost can be met in one of two ways: By an immediate in- 
crease in subscriptions, or by raising the cost to each subscriber. 
We prefer to try to increase the number of subscripti 
Will you at once give, or get, three new subscriptions? 
price is $1.50 per year. Subscriptions should be sent to Equal 
Rights, 144 B St., N. E. Washington 2, D. C. 


The Next Step 


Now that Congress has adjourned, everyone is ask- 
what should be done next. | 
he immediate task is to see every candidate for 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, in order 
to know those who are friendly and unfriendly to the 
Amendment, and in order to win support from those 
who need more information. Only in this way will 
we know how to proceed in the election. 

The task before each of us, therefore, is to bring 
the facts about the Equal Rights Amendment to the 
candidates for Congress on all party tickets. 

Will you see that each candidate running for the 
House of Representatives from your District and 
each Senatorial candidate from your State, is seen 
not only by you, but by representatives of many 
groups, and his support won, if he is not already 
favorable. 

Letters will of course be sent from National Head- 
quarters to all candidates, asking their stand on the 
Amendment, but word from those of you at home will 
count most. 

We have come a long way to win the position the 
Amendment now holds in the minds of the majority 
of the Senate. Ask us for any material you may need 
to help in this work. Please send the results of your 
work with candidates to National Headquarters as 
soon as possible. This will be your immediate contri- 
bution to victory in the next Congress. 


Unfinished Business 


(Editorial in NEW YORK HERALD TRIBUNE of July 20, 1946) 
Apparently many Senators do not feel bound by the 


platforms upon which they are elected to office. Ap- 
parently they see no inconsistency in subscribing to 


the United Nations Charter, which reaffirms “faith 


in the dignity and worth of the human person, in the 
equal rights of men and women,” then rejecting that 
uality in the United States of America. Yesterday 
ternoon, after desultory debate, the Senate voted 
38 to 35 against the resolution which would have 
given the forty-eight states opportunity to pass 
upon the equal rights amendment. 

Opponents argued, as seemed politic, that they up- 
held the principle of equal rights for women. But 
they feared lest special legislative protection given 
women in industry be upset. That old argument falls 
flat now. During the war, when most such special 


legislation was suspended, women proved that they 


can do very well indeed without discriminatory pro- 
tection. And, as Senator Radcliffe pointed out, women 
would gain more by establishment of equal legal rights 
than they could lose in special privileges. 

A vote was forced, proponents say, at an unfavor- 
able time. The Senate, it seems, was just too tired 
to see beyond the status quo 

However, the measure has come before every Con- 


gress for twenty-three years, ever since the Nineteenth | 


Amndment established the principle of equality of 
citizenship but failed to implement it. The Senators 
need have no doubt that it will be brought up again 
as a measure of simple justice that is not to be denied. 


EASTERN REGIONAL CONFERENCE 


The Eastern Regional Conference met at Atlantic City, New 
Jersey, June 15 and 16. Because this issue is devoted to the 
Senate vote, the account of this meeting prepared by Dr. 
Miriam Oatman, will be given in the next issue of Equal Rights. 


CHAIRMAN OF ORGANIZATION 


We are glad to announce that Mrs. Grace Cook Kurz, of 
New York, has accepted the important post of Organization 
Chairman, National Woman’s Party. A fuller story, pre 


for this issue, will appear in the next issue. 
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7 (Continued from Front Page) 0 
and not to stand on after getti I am not willing 
to adopt such a policy” 

The leader on the Republican side, Senator White 
of Maine, spoke and voted against. He tried to justify 
his course by stating: 

0 cou ve Té7ec a u w 
the who — stood,” 

Senator Taft of Ohio, Chairman of the Republican 
Steering Committee, also voted against, although he 
had been Chairman of the Platform Committee at the 
1944 Republican Convention which drew up the plank 
endorsing the Amendment. He made no attempt to 

lain his repudiation of the Republican platform. 

he Republicans 8 23 of the 38 votes cast for 
the Amendment and only 11 of the 35 unfavorable 
votes. The Democrats gave 15 of the 38 favorable 
votes and 24 of the 35 unfavorable votes. The Republi- 
cans, it will be seen, gave more favorable votes than 
did the Democrats, and fewer opposing votes, in spite 
of the unfortunate repudiation of their Party platform 
by the Republican leader of the Senate and the Repub- 
lican leader of the Steering Committee. 

Thirteen States gave a solid Senatorial vote for the 
Amendment. They were: Arkansas, Delaware, Indi- 
ana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, New Jersey, 
North Dakota, Pennsylvania, South ta, Vermont, 


Equal Rights Amendment Reaches Vote in Senate 


and Wyoming. This total includes the two States 
where an absent Senator was recorded by the Party 
Whip as desiring to be listed as favorable. In addition, 
Maryland, Nebraska, New Mexico, and Tennessee were 
solidly for the Amendment but in each of these cases 
one of the supporting Senators was absent. 

It is interesting and encouraging to compare this 
first Senate vote on the Equal Rights Amendment with 
the various Senate votes on Suffrage for women. The 
Suffrage Amendment was voted on five times in the 
Senate during the 41 years it was before that body. 
The first time, January 25, 1887, the vote was 16 for 
to 34 against. The second time, March 19, 1914, the 
vote was 35 for to 34 against. The third time, October 
1, 1918, the vote was 54 for to 30 against. The fourth 
time, February 10, 1919, the vote was 55 for to 29 
against. Finally, June 4, 1919, the fifth and victorious 
vote for Suffrage was 56 for to 25 against, 2 over the 
required two-thirds. As has been pointed out, the 
vote of 56 that carried the Suffrage Amendment to 
victory in the Senate was the exact vote that would 
probably have been cast for the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment if advance notice had been given of the taking 
of the vote. | 

The speeches during the debate on the Equal Rights 
Amendment were of much the same tenor as those 
heard in the Suffrage debates. The arguments against 

(Continued on Page 40) 
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George D. Aiken (R), Vt. 
Warren R. Austin (R), Vt. 
Joseph H. Ball (R), Minn. 
Alben W. Barkley (D), 
Harlan J. Bushfield 0 ), S. D. 
Homer E. Capehart (R), Ind. 
Arthur Capper (R), Kansas 
Dennis Chavez (D), N. M. 
Guy Cordon (R), Ore. 
Homer Fer 


Walter F. George (D), Ga. 
Joseph F. Guffey (D), Pa. 


Theodore G. Bilbo (D) A 
Owen Brewster (R), Maine 
Edward P. Carville (D), Nev. 
Tom Connally (D), Texas 
Forrest C. Donn (8) „Mo. 
Sheridan Downey ( 35 Calif. 
James O. Eastland (D), Miss. 
Peter G. Gerry (D), R. I. 


Charles 0. Andrews hi Fla. 
iss. 


Thomas C. Hart ( Conn. 
Carl Hayden (D), Ari. 


Styles Bridges (R 

Frank P. Briggs (D), Mo. 

C. Wayland Brooks (R) IU. 

C. Douglass Buck 55 Del. 

Bun) D Va. 
u utler ‘ 

Harry Flood 5720 (D), va. 


Josiah W. Bailey 6* yf C. 


paired with Senator 


n (R), Mich. 
—J. William Fulbright (D), Ark. 


Theodore Francis Green (D), R. I. 


(Pairs: Senator Kilgore (D), W. 


YEAS—38 


Chan Gurney (R), S. D. 
Albert W. Hawkes (R) 
William F. Knowland (R) 
William Langer (R), N. B 
Pat McCarran (D) Nev. 
John L. McClellan (D), Ark. 
Kenneth McKellar (D), Tenn. 
Francis J. Myers (D), Pa. 

W. Lee O’Daniel (D), Texas 
Joseph C. O’Mahoney(D), Wyo. 
Claude * (D), Fla. 
George L. eliffe (D), Md. 
Clyde M. Reed (R), Kansas 


NAYS—35 


Lister Hill(D), Ala. 

Clyde R. Hoey (D), N. C. 

James Wylie Huffman (D), Ohio 
Edwin C. Johnson {D), Colo. 
Olin D. Johnston (D), S.C 
Robert M. LaFollette, J 
Burnet R. Maybank (D 
James M. Mead (D), N. V. 
Eugene D. Millikin (R), Colo. 
Hugh B. Mitchell (D), Wash. 
E. H. Moore (R), 

Wayne L. Morse (R), Ore. 


NOT VOTING—23 


Allen J. Ellender (D), La. 
Charles C. Gossett (D), Idaho 
Carl A. Hatch . M. 
Bourke B. Hickenlooper (R), Iowa 
Kilgore ( W. Va. 
Scott W. Lucas (D), 

Ernest W. McFarland (D), Ariz. 
Brien McMahon (D), Conn. 


N. J. 
Calif. 


gressional Record of July 19, 1946) 


The Vote On The Equal Rights Amendment, July 19, 1946 


(From the Con 


Edward V. Robertson (R), Wyo. 
H. Alexander Smith (R) NS 
William A. Stanfill ( R), Ky. 


Charles W. Tobey (R „N. H. 


Kenneth S. Whe ( eb. 
Alexander Wiley (R ise. 
Raymond E. Willis (R), Ind. 
George A. Wilson (R), Jowa 
Milton R. Young (R), N. D. 


Abe Murdock (D), Utah 

James E. Murray 9. Mont. 
John H. Overton (D), La. 
Chapman Revercomb (R), W. Va. 


Henrik Shi (R), Minn. 
George R. ite D), Ala. 

Robert A. Taft (R), Okio 

Glen H. 1 D), Idaho 
Robert F. 73 (D), N.Y. 
David I. Walsh (D), Mass. 
Wallace H. White, Jr. (R), Maine 


Warren G. Magnuson (D), Wash. 
Richard B. Russell ( D) 32 
Leverett Saltonstall ( 5, Mass, 
Tom Stewart (D), Tenn. 

Elbert D. Thomas (D), Utah 
Millard E. Tydings ( 342 
Burton K. (D), Mont. 


a., and Senator McFarland (D), Ariz., who, if present, would have voted “yea,” were 


ussell (D), Ga., who, if present, would have voted “nay.” 


capt. Whip announced that Senator Hickenlooper (R), Jowa, and Senator Buck (R), Del., were absent and if present 
would have voted “yea.”) | 
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Radcliffe (D) of Maryland, 


36  BQUAL RIGHTS 


EXCERPTS FROM THE DEBATE 


| (From the Congressional Records of July 17, 18 and 19, 1946.) 


As this recent occasion was historic, we are devoting all space 
possible in this issue to the Senate debate.* 


JULY 17, 1946 


The Equal Rights Amendment was called up for debate by 
Majority Leader Alben W. Barkley (D) of Kentucky, who in- 
troduced the subject by saying: ‘ 

Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Calendar No. 1023, Senate Joint Resolution 61, pro- 
posing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
relative to equal rights for men and women. . 


I wish to state, Mr. President, that this is a matter which 
has been before the country for a long time. Both political 
og in their platforms in 1944 endorsed such an amendment 

y pledging themselves to submit the matter to the States for 
consideration. I think the committee which reported the joint 
resolution, and the sponsors of the constitutional amendment, 
are entitled to have a vote upon it. Therefore, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 
I do not know that it will take long. I realize it is not. without 
controversy, but at the same time I think its sponsors are en- 
titled to have the Senate vote upon it, so I am moving that it 
be considered. 


Immediately, Senator Andrews (D) of Florida, who had filed 
a report against the Equal Rights Amendment in the Judiciary 
Committee, spoke, in part, as follows: 


Mr. President, the equal-rights amendment is one of the most 
far-reaching measures that has ever been presented to the 
Senate. I have nt a portion of two years examining into 
the background of the amendment. I would not like to see it 
approved this afternoon without a full discussion 


I did not know that the matter was coming up today. I have 
a brief at m on the — ny and I cannot secure 
it now. I pe & t the joint resolution go over until we can 
have a chance to discuss it. It does not matter that political 


parties in convention assembled have agreed that the measure : 


should be I imagine the question was brought 
under pressure at Chicago, without looking into the background 


Senator Barkley’s motion to take up the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


A discussion which lasted for three days was then begun by 

Chie Sponsor of the 
mendment, from whose able we can give only a brief 
excerpt: 

Mr. President, I now address myself to Senate Joint Resolu- 
tion 61, a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Con- 
stitution of the United States relative to equal rights for men 
and women. The joint resolution reads as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the following article is propo 
as an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, which shall be valid to all intents 3 ses 
as part of the Constitution when ratified by 12 
latures of three-fourths of the several states: 


“ARTICLE — 
“Equality of rights under the law shall not be denied 


or abridged by the United States or by any State on 
account of sex. 
“Co and the several States shall have power, 


within their respective jurisdictions, to enforce this 
article by appropriate legislation. 


“This amendment shall take effect three years after 
the date of ratification.” 


Mr. President, I had the pleasure and honor of introducing 
this joint resolution. ted with me at that time were 
the Senator from Indiana (Mr. Capehart), the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. Capper), former Senator Chandler of Kentucky, 
the Senator from New Mexico (Mr. Chavez), the Senator from 
Michigan (Mr. * the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. 
Fulbright), the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Guffey), the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. Hawkes), the late Senator John- 
son of California, the tor from West Virginia (Mr. Kil- 
gore), the Senator from North Dakota (Mr. Langer), the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas (Mr. McClellan), the Senator from Wash- 


— —jſ—w— 


*Copies of Congressional Record for J 17, 18, 19, 1946, may 
Bor... from the Superintendent of Be Government Prin 
Office, Washington, D. C. (Price for the 3 copies: 55c.) | 


duties, or to sustain successfully 


ington (Mr. Magnuson), the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
D the Senator from Florida (Mr. Pepper), the Senator 
from Wyoming (Mr. Robertson), the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. Stewart), the Senator from Oklahoma (Mr. Thomas), the 
late Senator Thomas of Idaho, the Senator from Delaware (Mr. 
Tunnell), the Senator from Maryland (Mr. Tydings), the Sena- 
tor from Indiana (Mr. Willis), and the Senator m South 
Dakota (Mr. Young). 


Everyone is familiar with the long fight which has gone on 
throughout the ages, by which woman has evolved from a 
status which was not much better than slavery, to one in which 
she is almost on a level politically with man. We believe that 
this amendment will complete.the job of political equality which 
was begun many years and even centuries ago. It is a forward 
step and a most reasonable one. It is also much belated. 

This has 11 without delib- 
eration, an r consideration by eading parties 
in the United States in convention assembled. The Democratic 
platform in 1944 declared: 


We recommend to Congress the submission of a con- 
stitutional amendment on equal rights for women. 
The Republican platform of 1944 ; 


We favor submission by Congress to the States of an 
amendment to the Constitution providing for equal 
rights for men and women. 


So, Mr. President, both 1 political parties in this 
coun at their most recent national conventions came out 
ifiedly in favor of the substance of the amendment 

is now before us for consideration. 


I realize that what we do in this country in regard to matters 
of that sort lies within our own volition and discretion; but I 
should like to call attention to the fact that this 
or the substance of it, has been considered and really adopte 
in the Charter of the United Nations. There is a statement in 
that Charter containing an affirmation of— 


faith in fundamental human rr 
men 
women. 


So, Mr. President, both leading political parties have un- 
qualifiedly endorsed this amendment. Furthermore, the treaty 
of the United Nations, which has only persuasive force with us, 
recognizes the fairness and justice of the proposal underlying 
this amendment, and states very definitely the principle that 
such recognition should be given to women. . 


I did not intend to make a long statement on this subject, 
but the fact is that this question is purely a domestic one. 
It belongs to the States. 
Senator Radcliffe then continued: 


Mr. President, we are reminded that equality ot opportunity 


will call also for equality of responsibility. 


both terms in application are relative as to persons concerned, 
r men or women. 


from the standpoint of sex. feel confident that with the 
adoption of an equal rights amendment the availability of indi- 
viduals, whether they are men or women, to exercise 

of responsibility, 
can be regulated with increasing success. We will continue to 
seek that goal at which no one, man or woman, will be forced 
to attempt to do that for which there is neither mental qualifica- 
tion nor physical fitness. | 


The discussion, as given in the Congressional Record, con- 
tinued as follows: 

Mr. RADCLIFFE. I have stated that when this amendment 
is adopted certain in some laws would have to be made. 
It may be that certain laws which are now on the statute books 
will be outmoded and therefore become ineffective. | 


Mr. MURDOCK. Does the Senator believe that a law is 
which provides that I may not convey my property 
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Some people fear that by the adoption of this amendment 
women may be deprived of certain argv’ protective legisla- 
tion now 3 was enacted for their special benefit 
and was 80 ted. Certainly we should be sufficiently 
resourceful to guard against injurious results occurring, bearing 
in mind the fact that opportunity and responsibility should be 
considered ; from 7 of each indi and not 
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to the exclusion of my wife, that that she must with 


Mr. RADCLIFFE. 
1 without her husband joining in the conveyance? 


Mr. MURDOCK. Yes. 4 


Mr. RADCLIFFE. She may not do so in my State. 


. I do not see any reason why the wife should be given any 
such r t which a husband is not entitled to have. In my State 
the wife has the same rights as to conveyance of real estate as 


Mr. MURDOCK. What the Senator wishes to do by the pro- 

posed amendment is to deny the State of Utah its sovereign 
right of protecting its women as it sees fit, and impose a Federal 
provision on the te of Utah so far as the protection of its 
women are concerned. 


Mr. Mr. President, 

be made in regard to any constitutional amendment or any 
proposed —— which would restrict the right of a State 
to act. But, repeatin bog = have already women are 
justly entitled to ty but no more 


The question is whether the practical opera- 
ee amendment such as is ame pro 


— been 


Mr. RADCLIFFE. I cannot to the statement of 
Senator from Ohio. If this amendment were adop =i 
lation in the various States would have to conform to 
re or broug r changed, a 
certainly, the result — be I be fast as it would be in connection 
with any other constitutional amendment which has been 8828 
There might have to be an adjustment in any case. 


At thine Tek ‘me’ that ‘we will all 
assume, I am sure, that Representative Hatton Sumners, of 
Texas, is outstanding in this country as a jurist. I doubt if any 
Members of the House of Representatives or of the Senate has 


shall read the foreword at this point: 


E 5 doubt, the equal-rights amendment is one 
of the most impo matters now under 41 — 
the Government and the people of this coun 
en the right to vote was given to our women citi- 
zens by the nineteenth amendment, enacted in 1920, 
very many of those who were interested in this cause 
believed that nothing further need be done. They were 
convinced that the power of the ballot in the hands of 
our American women would adequately implement their 
determination to secure full equality of rights. This 
belief, however, was shown by experience to be wholly 
mistaken. A number of State statutes and of State 
and Federal court decisions, sub ent to the nine- 
teenth amendment, have 8822 many and griev- 
ous discriminations which still exist. These inequalities — 
are hostile to the whole spirit of our coun and its 
institutions. For many years I have been ply in- 
— ony in this question. I have followed, and to some 

Pater in the efforts of the National Wo- 

and the other great national organizations 

oa I say that, i — —— 

2 my opinion, it is now conciusively 

lished that complete equality of rights under the 

amendment to our Federal Constitution, and t the 

equal-rights amendment is sufficient and 2 — 
for that purpose 


I read this statement at length because of the standing 
of Judge Sumners—and I ma 1 4221 say it ok only high, 
but it certainly ranks with that of . the Congress 
and in the epg Most assured! opinion is entitled to 
great weight. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. Precident, I ask that when the Senate con- 
venes tomorrow at 12 o’cl the ws agp from Maryland may 
— the floor to complete the speech which he this 

rnoon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. F The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. . 


mately resolved 
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the debate * Senator Wagner 
(D) of New York, who opposed the Amendment, declaring in 


My objection to the pending . 
from the sound principle of hitting each form of remaining dis- 
erimination in the manner best suited to its elimination. Instead, 
the bill proposes a scatter-gun approach, which, in the opinion 
of —— egal authorities wou “transform every provision 
of law conce women into a constitutional issue to be ulti- 
y the Supreme Court of the United States.” 
The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution already 282 
every person, ineluding every woman, in his or her right 
protection of the laws. 

Clearly the effect of the proposed amendment is to 
that, an to authorize the abrogation of all State A 1 — 
laws which make an ion whatever between the rights 
of men and women. In other words, all existing laws, as * 
ponents of the amendment say, would have to be “adjusted” to 
conform with its requirements. 


Guff he of P friend of of Woman 
and Ri 2 22 


4 eat support behind it. He declared: 


Mr. President, 8 We are going to 
give our their legal righ ts. years 
ago, in this Chamber the Senate of the United States passed 
Suffrage Amen dment. That measure brought advancement 


to our women and 2 our country. Today we have 


= wonderful privilege of giving to our women the other rights 


have actively sought tor nearly a cen The —— 
will lo Be: remember us for this forward step. ‘The amendn 


we shall vote is much like the suffrage amendment. 


lo awaited justice to the women 
of this land. The women have patient. Had men’s 
rights been one-tenth as — and denied as have 
women's rights, we all w there would have been bloodshed 
long ago. 

Ninety-eight years this very week, leading American 
women met and framed intelligently a list of 1 * that women 
1 and most men feel that the scales o 

—— up, now, right here at home. 


the place of ce. 


or constitutional matters that takes 


meaning some laws may be that give so-called proteetion, instead 
of justice they deny something to the individual which cannot 
be com ted by all the well-intentioned measures in the world. 
What en and women of the countries of Europe, en- 
davel nal dovadiaaell be the Nazis, from surre to their 
oppressors? It was that eternal hope of freedom A in the 
heart of mankind. It is this same ary 
our women will continue to fight until the equal-rights amend- 
ment is of the Constitution. Let us, Senators, do our 
t to the 


They will have time, if we all do our to win this 
ane a hun years after their start in 1848. They feel, 

with them, that 100 years should be — . enough 
1 the justice which should have been a bi 


ee I wish to quote that great labor leader, Samuel 
poe nd o, 33 years ago, looking ahead saw the ‘need for 


EXCERPTS FROM AN EDITORIAL BY SAMUEL 
GOMPERS IN THE AMERICAN FEDERATIONIST, 
AUGUST 1913. 


This woman movement is a movement for pont 
freedom of action and thought, tending toward a co 
— when women shall be accorded independence 
nsibility with men, equal freedom of work 
self-expression, equal legal protection and rights. 
view with a present sentiment 
in favor of setting up public and political agencies for 
securing industrial benefits for wage-earning women. 
These agencies would constitute a restriction upon free- 
dom of action capable of serious abuses. 


Instead of aiding women in the struggle for industrial 
betterment and freedom, we should be foisting upon 
them fetters from which they would have to free them- 
selves, in addition to the problems that now confront 
them, and we should still leave unsolved — roblem 
essential to real freedom —self-disci pment 
of individual responsibility, and ini 


The industrial blems of women are not isola 


ere is no substitute. However well 


wi my or pro of m y w re- fi 
fs that law to be outmoded? Does the Senator want to do away 
| 
— 
Mr. | 
tion of an equal | 
would not inevi | 
ernment the functions o on, in “ee on, - 
ea the laws which we | 
discussing ? nt | 
| 
| 
a higher as a lawyer rs. me time = — — — 
ago he wrote a foreword to an address made by Mrs. Harvey 1— 
. Wiley, chairman of le tion, General Federation of Wo- | 
men 
| 
| 
| 
4 
| 
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Senator Guffey then read a list of Governors who endorse 
the Amendment, 


Mr. President, in the Charter of the United Nations 
adopted in San Francisco June 26, 1945, ratified by the United 
States Senate August 8, 1945, there are five references to equal- 
ity for women. 


As all Senators know, the United Nations Charter was a 
b Senate by a vote of 89 to 2. I ask that the 
included in the Record. 


Senator Guffey then read a list of organizations that endorse 
the Amendment, after which he read into the Record the state- 
ments of many Religious leaders, endorsing the amendment. 


The r or the Amendment was then made by 
Senator Pepper (D) of We can give only brief ex- 
cerpts from this moving appeal: 

Mr. President, I had not intended at this time to address 
myself to this proposed constitutional amendment, but I shall 
say a few words in explanation of — advocacy of it. The 
amendment is, of course, to be propo to the several States, 
and will become a part of the Federal Constitution only in case 
— 4 of States shall, through their | tures, 
ratify 


I have always felt that the people, either through their | 
latures or their conventions, as the Congress may dete 
shall be the method of expressing themselves in regard to a 
constitutional amendment, should be given the benefit of the 
doubt R to whether or not a constitutional amendment is 
desirable 


The amendment reads as follows: 


Congress and the several States shall have power, 
within their respective jurisdictions, to enforce this 
article by appropriate legislation. 


This amendment shall take effect three years after 
the date of ratification. 


. « Is there anything . or revolutionary in that 

concept? Does any one wish to stand up in the Senate or any- 

where else and say that women, because they are women, should 

be discriminated against in respect to the enjoyment of civil 

rights? Is there any one who would contend that sex alone 

— * — women of an equality of constitutional rights 
men 


Senator Hawkes (R) of New Jersey ke, expressing his 
intention of voting for the Amendment. Cs 

I have been thinking it over for several years, and I shall 
282 vote for submission of this amendment to the 


It seems to me that almost any Senator, re ess of how 
he may personally feel on this subject, should be willing to 
submit the question to the States and to the people of the 
States, and let them say what they think about it. 


Senator Revercomb (R) of West Virginia, who signed the 
minority report in the Senate Judiciary Committee, made a 
statements during the course of Senator Pepepr’s 


e declared: 


Women enjoy certain privileges which the law has given 
them because of the situation in which they have been — 
throughout history. They are entitled to rights. While 
the Senator talks about 2 rights, he seeks to deprive women 
of the protection which they have enjoyed under law, both 
the law of labor and the law of property rights. 


Senator Pepper ke with deep conviction for the Amend- 
ment for about two rs. His closing remarks were as follows: 


Many men opposed woman suffrage upon the sanctimonious 
pretense that politics were too corrupt for women. They wanted 
to save them from the corruption of politics, and therefore 
they could not let them defile their fair hands with this cor- 

ve and contaminating experience and contact. They could 
not let them step down from their lofty pedestals into the coarse 
domain of politics, in spite of the fact that politics determined 
the kind of home they had, and the kind of society and the con- 
ditions under which their children were reared. 


All those arguments have been made against every such effort. 
It has taken time for women to gain every right which they now 
possess. It may take more time to get t amendment, but 
=. more and more rights have been granted to women. 
= — 2 2 women's rights are today, it has taken a long time 

em. 
races to get the treatment which human beings are entitl 


| 


It has taken a long time for some of our ee 
to 


for example, as its legislature may see fit to take, and 
— ple, y and within 


enjoy. It has taken a long time for the poor to be dealt with 
as citizens in society. But gradually, by overcoming the : 
ments of well-intentioned if erring people, as well as those who 
oppose such efforts for some other reason, these underprivil 

asses have been getting more and more privileges, and y 
many of them are reaching for the tableland of equality. God 
speed tho dag When thay 


Mr. President, all over the United States there are hundreds 
of cases, as I have said, where women do not have equal rights. 
For instance, women cannot engage in their Government as men 
can, they cannot serve on a petit jury, they cannot serve on a 
grand jury, they cannot dispose of their own property, they 
cannot will their own property, they cannot serve on a grand 
jury, they cannot make a contract, they cannot adopt a child. 

re are a great many things that a woman cannot do because 
by law they are denied the privilege of doing it. That is not an 
2 right with men. That kind of a limitation upon right 
would stricken down by this amendment. 


To the able Senator from Michigan (Mr. 2 
is on the Senate floor today, having had the great part that he 
played in the fashio of the United Nations Charter, I prop- 
erly pay tribute, as well as to all those others who had a part 
in it, for having advanced us to the point of putting into the 
world charter the concept of * of women with men. 
That shows the high lane upon which the future hopes of earth 
have been put an ed, and I hope, Mr. President, that the 
Senate by the adoption of this constitutional amendment will 
continue the battle for the elevation of woman to her just place 


ted United 
nited Nations, 
avorable report on the Amendment in 19483, 
enate Judiciary Committee, then took the 
Amendment. We quote a part of his scholarly 


Mr. President, I favor the proposed constitutional amendment 
5 because I believe in the principle it seeks to establish, 

t even if I did not believe in the principle I would favor the 
amendment just the same, because I w, from years of ri- 
ence, how great a demand there is in the United States for a 
submission of the question to the people. They are entitled to 
consideration by the Congress when it comes to so fundamental 
a question as the one involved in the pending proposal, and even 
if I were still in the minority, as I was at one time in the pane | 
of this proposed legislation, I would favor submitting the amend- 
ment to the vote of the people. 


As I have listened to the debate I have felt that there is a 
misunderstanding about what the amendment says. Therefore, 
it is worth while, I believe, to put into the RECORD some of the 


history, the 1 4 which I shall try to make brief and 


graphic, that ws light upon what this amendment says. 

e let the courts determine the meaning of an act passed by a 

State or a subdivision of a State whenever an attempt is made 

to challenge it. In the discussion of the question so far there 

has been clearly a misapprehension about what the amendment 

a. I think what I shall now present may bring out what 
says. „„ „* 


Listen to what the amendment says: 


ity of rights under the law shall not be denied 
or abridged by United States or by any State on 
account of sex. 

It is a prohibition. It is not a t. It deals with govern- 
ment. It says to government, “You shall not do something.” 
... It is only rights under the law to which it refers and says 
that no State shall deny equality of those rights under the law, 
on the sole ground of sex. 3 


In conclusion, let us not become confused about what the 
r constitutional amendment provides. Let us not under- 
e to argue that it changes any law. It does not strike down 


any existing law, either Federal or State. It declares a policy. 


It can be called a principle when it appears in the Constitution 
of the United States. e principle is, equality of rights under 
the law shall not be deni — by the United States 
or by any State on account of sex. t is all the amendment 
pro 


Every State in the Union and n of each State 
may have a different policy. But t policy takes a chance 
when it runs counter to this prohibition. . . . 


Mr. President, the object of the proposed amendment is to 
provide that no law shall be prohibiting the principle 
of equal rights to a man and a woman. The amendment is not 
self-executing. It does not strike down anything. It does not 
lift up anything. It does not operate itself. In order to be 
operative, it requires such action within the State of Vermont, 


ct of Columbia such action as the Congress may take. 
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In each instance the facts will have to be scrutinized with refer- 
ence to whether the action to be taken will deny equal rights 
to any person on account of sex. We assert that, as a matter 
of p ple, as a matter of sound ethics, no State should deny 
any person equal rights solely because of sex. 


tor C R Kansas, riend of Woman Suf- 


Mr. President, I desire to ress myself briefly in sup- 
port of the proposed equal-rights amendment the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. I supported this amendment when 
it first was introduced by my late colleague from Kansas, the 
Honorable Charles Curtis. en he became Vice President of 
the United States, I introduced the resolution myself at succeed- 
ing sessions of the Congress. I either have introduced, or joined 
in sponsoring this amendment, ever since 


This proposal, Mr. President, has the unqualified endorsement 
of both major political parties in this country. Its essential 
justice, as I see it, cannot be denied by anyone. There is no 
more reason for denying women equality with regard to prop- 
erty and other rights than there was for denying them suffrage. 
The Charter of the United Nations calls upon all member na- 
tions to recognize the equality of the sexes before the law. 


I wish to give testimony that during a longer life-span than 
almost any other Member of the Senate, 13 learned that 
women are just as 1 as honest, just as able, just 
as courageous, and just as well qualified to exereise inde t 
judgment, as are men. 


I worked for equal suffrage in my younger days. 


I have never been able to get the viewpoint which would rele- 
gate women to a lower place in the scheme of things than men 
have taken for themselves. To me, this amendment is such a 
simple act of justice that it hardly seems necessary to argue the 
point. The women of this country are entitled to equality before 
the law, just as they are entitled to help make the law. I do not 
see why long debate is necessary, e ially in view of the many 
important pieces of legislation now before the Congress. I am 
ready to vote, and express the hope that the vote will be taken 
and that the resolution will be approved. It should be approved 
unanimously, as I hope that it will be. 


Senator Andrews then declared: 


I think the * amendment as proposed has four in- 
herent vices: First, it deals with a domestic matter that is 
peculiarly one that should be left to the States under our con- 
stitutional theory; second, it duplicates in substance the “equal 
protection of the law” clause of the fourteenth amendment; 
and third, it gives Congress the ultimate power and takes from 
the States rk gor to define and enforce civil rights, property 
rights, politi rights; and fourth, it would make it possible 
for Yc gg to remove the States from a field which by eve 
1 the American plan of democracy they should be | 

con “eee 


Senator Smith (R) of New Jersey then made his first public 
statement on his position on the Amendment: 

. . . From my own standpoint, I have come to the conclusion 

t under the existing circumstances it is onl right for me 
to support this amendment. I believe it is the fair thing to do. 
I take that position for two outstanding reasons: One is that 
the Republican Party platform for 1944, the platform of the 
party to which I belong, and the Democratic party platform of 
1944, both took the position that this amendment should be 
submitted to the States. As a member of the Republican 
Party, even though I was not a delegate to the convention which 
was held that year, for I was then a candidate for the Senate, 
I feel in my case a moral obligation, inasmuch as that statement 
is contained in the platform of my party, at least to vote for 
the submission of the proposal to the States. 
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When the Senate opened the debate on the Amendment on 
the third day, Senator Tunnell (D) of Delaware, who had ren- 
dered valiant service at the Democratic National Convention in 
securing the Equal Rights plank, was the first to speak in behalf 


of the Amendment: 
Mr. President, I desire to ress myself with reference to 
ent, as it is called. In one 


the pending equal-rights amen 
form or another, I have been connected with this amendment 
since the time of my nomination for the Senate. At that time, 
it was a part of the platform on which I ran for election to the 
Senate, and it was stressed at the convention. Later on it was 
a part of the platform adopted by two other State conventions. 
In 1944 it was a part of the Democratic platform at Chicago. 
I was a member of the committee on platform which wrote that 
plank. So I have been connected with this amendment in one 
form or another since 1940. 


The language of this proposed amendment is worthy of note: 


dged by the United States or by any State on 
account sex. | 


.. It is a resolution that was endorsed by both the Repub- 
ilean and Democratic parties in their national platforms, and yet, 
I dare say, both Republicans and Democrats in the United States 
will be found on each side of this issue . I think that the na- 
tional platforms of the two a political parties place those 
parties in a position where they cannot deny their support of 
the amendment. 


oe ts under the law shall not be denied 
or abri Be 


Senator Murdock (D) of Utah interrupted to ask: 


Does not the Senator think that, so far as the Republican 
Members are concerned, the people completely released them 
from the pledge at the last dential election? 


Senator Tunnell replied: 


They might have been released. At the same time, they were 
themselves in the position of ha expressed themselves, so 
that, while the people might not have very much complaint 
against them, their own membership might have a ground for 
complaint if they did not follow their pronouncement to the 
country of what they actually believed or would do. After all, 
what are party platforms for, if not for the purpose of indicat- 
ing what the party would do if placed in power? The ple 
certainly did not release the Democratic Party, and the Demo- 
cratic Party is bound to the people. The Republican Party is 
bound to its own members, at least, and to those who supported 
the Republican Party in the election. I think we take in pretty 
nearly the — when we include the Democratic and the 

u arties. 


Senator Pepper further championed the Amendment, saying: 


Mr. President, in the limited time we have available, it is not 
ssible to do more than make a concluding su n about 
g measure. 


I think everyone understands substantially what the issue is. 
The question is whether the United States Senate is willing to let 
the people of this country, through their legislatures, vote on 
this proposed constitutional amendment. As Senators have al- 
ready said on this floor, I think all of us should indulge the pre- 
sumption in favor of our people having a chance to vote on this 
issue. After all, the legislatures are capable of making an in- 
= decision on the question. They will k for the 
peop e. They are close to the people. The people in the several 

tates will have an 1 to express their views to their 

legislatures. They could make it an issue in the State legislative 

campaigns all over the Nation, and three-fourths of the States, 

through their legislatures, will have to vote favorably upon the 

—— ment before it can be incorporated in the Federal Con- 
on. 


Mr. President, surely with those n around it, since 
it will not become effective until ratified by the people through 
their legislatures in three-fourths of the States, the appeal mate 
to one’s sentiment of justice and fair play, to give the women, 
to the mothers of America an equal status before the law with 
men, should Myre a the Members of the Senate to vote favor- 
ably upon the ame ent. 


At this point, Senator Chavez (D) of New Mexico, a sponsor 
of the Amendment, declared: aj 


Aside from its merits, the 1 have a right to act on the 
roposed amendment, and it could not be effective until three 
ourths of the legislatures adopted it. The fact that the Senate 

passed the joint resolution would not make the amendment 

effective. ... All we are doing is to let the people in the 
several States pass judgment on whether the amendment should 

be made a part of the Constitution. .. . 


In answer to the argument made by the Senator from Florida 
that the State legislatures should have a right to pass on this 
question, let me say that the State legislatures are not now pro- 
hibited from enacting legislation providing equality between 
the sexes. They have full and untrammeled authority in that 
regard. If they have not followed the principle 2 by 
the amendment, it is because in their judgment it should not be 
followed in their States. Each State should have the right to 
determine what distinction should be made between the sexes 
in respect to legislative rights. The States exercise that right 
now. There is nothing in the Constitution of the United States 
oe the States from exercising that sovereign right 
0 


Senator Donnell (R) of Missouri, who spoke several times in 
opposition, said: 

. . » So, Mr. President, I rise to oppose this amend not 
because of any unwillingness to recognize the merits and the 
importance and the tremendous power for good of woman- 
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hood, but because I think there is very great doubt 
the amendment will ultimately conduce to the of — 
hood, for the reason that in instances in ch women ve 
today possessed of ter rights than men are, under 
amendment they will reduced to an equality with them; 
second, on the fundamental Perec that by the am 
ment now before us there woul 

in the field in which the Federal Government would have the 
power to override conflicting State legislation. 1 


Senator Taylor (D) of Idaho, an opponent, said: ¢ 


Mr. President, one minute is all I desire. I have 
found to my satisfaction, at least, that the adoption of this 
amendment will grant women 2 but equal rights. It is 
impossible to grant women special privileges and at the same 
time to require by law that they shall have equal rights. Al- 
— I may be old fashioned, I still believe that women are 
entitled to special consideration in many instances. | 


After more discussion, Senator Barkley then made 


It is true that this is an important and far-reaching amend- 
ment. It is a controversial sub The Senator from Missouri 
has called attention to the fact that if the amendment were 
adopted it would confer on the Federal Government power to 
intervene in certain matters — to the rights of women 
in the several States. That statement is true. But if the States, 
under the Constitution, desire to yield that authority to the 
Federal Government, may do so if three-fourths of them: 
ratify the amendment. I do not regard the argument of 
the tor from Missouri against the submission to the people 
of an amendment to the Constitution as being very forceful. 


In effect, there is an element of 
amendment. Both political parties | 
to submit this amendment to the people. ey did not pled 
themselves to go out and seek its ratification by the State le 


faith involved in this 
1944 pledged themselves 


be brought about a vast increase 


latures, but both political platforms, as Senators will see from 


perusing them, made an unequivocal pledge that, so far as they 
could bind their members, Senators and Representatives, such an 
amendment would be submitted to the r or disapproval 
of the ple of this country. I personally feel that the 

cratic Party is under obligation to give the States an oppor- 
tunity to pass on this matter. . 
will react to it. We did not know how the States would react 


to the child-labor amendment which has been pending before 


them ever since it was submitted. It has not * been ratified. 
The States had a right to pass on the matter. 
tant matter when submitted. 


speak for the other side of the aisle, but 
i this subject is 
as unequivocal as the one in the Democratic platform. If we 
who were elected on that platform, which includes myself, are 
to say that platforms are made to get in on and not to stand on 


Of course, I cannot 
the plank in the Republican platform concernin 


mo- 


We do not know how the States 


t was an impor- 


after getting in, I am not willing to adopt such a policy. 4 


Senator White (R) o 
obvious surprise of the 

The Senator has looked at the minority 
at me in particular. I wish to interrupt him long enough 
say that I think there is something of mutuality in connection 


with platforms. They offer a course of action _ sed by a 

party, and the ple of the United States indicate by their 
action whether * yg ee or approve the recommendation | 
or the offer. So far as I am concerned 1 I do not 
consider myself bound by a platform which the ple of the 

country have rejected, and upon which the Republican candi- | 
dates who were defeated, asad. ; 


The following interchange then took place . | 


ity and Minority 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, that statement, to me, is an 


Maine, Minority leader, then, to the 
enate members and the galleries, said: 


side and 


7 


ingenious argument. In other words, the identical platforms 


of both political 
elected to power 

Republican Party was unsucce 
platform which was identical in some 8 to the 
of the Democratic Party, the Republican Party does ni 
that it should be bound by the pledge contained in its platform. 


Mr. WHITE. I do not accept Democratic platforms as my 
text books nor do I admit obligation to Republican platforms 


latform 


repudiated not by Republicans but by the people of the country. 
that I ran for office 


Further, Mr. President, I wish to den 


t of the Democrats. 


Mr. BARKLEY. Whether the Senator did or did not, I think 
he is just as morally bound by that — 15 even though he 
ran on it and his party lost, as I am 
which I ran for office and was 


on one of which one party tried to be 
ut failed, are to be repudiated. Because the 
ssful, even though running on a 


believe 


nd by the platform on 


Mr. President, I hope the amendment will be submitted to the 
States and that the people will be allowed to pass upon it. 


_ When Senator Radcliffe found that so many proponents who 
had taken the chief responsibility for the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment were away and that many at a distance had not even been 
reached, he — | the following proposal: | 
Mr. President, this is one of the most important matters that 
has come before the Senate in a long time. However, a situa- 
tion has developed of which I think cognizance should be taken. 
Many Members of the Senate who have an interest 
in the matter are absent from the Chamber today. It seems 
unfortunate that we must press for further consideration of the 
matter during their absence. Therefore I ask unanimous con- 
sent that consideration of the joint resolution be laid aside. 


The following discussion on this proposal then took place: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? .. . 


Mr. MURDOCK. .. If the Senator wishes to have the joint 
resolution recommitted to the Judiciary Committee, I shall not 
object, but I do object to laying the pending business aside. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is heard. 


Mr. RADCLIFFE. Mr. — I ask unanimous consent 
— Bagg joint resolution be reco tted to the Judiciary Com- 


Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, reserving the right to object, 
and I shall not object, I wish to make this statement: During 
this whole session of proponents of the pending joint 
resolution have been urging me to arrange for a time when 
it could be voted upon. I have been sympathetic to the est, 
and I have tried to arrange a.time accordingly, but the condition 
of the calendar has been such that it has Gan impossible to 
bring the matter to a vote earlier than today. We may as well 
understand that if the joint resolution is recommitted to the 
Committee on the Judic the chances are very remote that 
it will be brought up again during this session of thé Congress. . ., 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ob to the 
unanimous- consent that the joint resolution be recom- 
mitted to the Commi on the Judiciary? 


Mr. ANDREWS. I object. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
e of the joint resolution. The yeas and nays have 
0 and clerk will call the roll. 


(The legislative clerk called the roll.) 


Following the roll call, the Maj and Minority w 
absentees who wished their votes 


Editors note: The vote as given on Page 35, then followed.) 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this on the yea’ 


are 38, the nays 35. o-thirds of the Senate not having voted 
in the affirmative, the joint resolution fails of passage. 


Amendment Reaches Vote In Senate 
(Continued from Page 35) | 


the Equal Rights Amendment dealt principally with 
States’ Rights, and the possible loss by women of priv- 
ileges. The arguments for the Equal Rights Amend- 
ment were very similar to those that were made for 
the Suffrage Amendment—the arguments of democ- 
racy and justice. 

e now turn to the next Congress. The Amendment 
must be introduced again in both Houses. Sponsors 
must be found again. Arguments must be presented 
again to the Senate and House Judiciary Committees. 
Reports must be secured from both Committees and 
the measure placed on the Calendar of both Houses 

ain. Our strength will be greater, however, because 
of the advance made in the Congress that has just 
come to a close. 

We have the support of both Parties as expressed 
in their Party platforms, the support of the President 
of the United States, favorable reports for the first 
time from both Senate and House Judiciary Commit- 
tees, and finally, a majority vote for the first time by 
the Senate. With this added strength, we take up the 
— with the new Congress, convening next 

anuary. yf 
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